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It is followed as a method, and with what may fairly be
claimed as sufficient completeness.

For convenience of treatment, more than for any other
purpose, the evidence is divided into nine parts. The divi-
sions are more or less arbitrary, and as we are adopting them
mainly for convenience we need not spend time in justifying
them. The works of Quesnay, Adam Smith, Ricardo, John
Stuart Mill, Stanley Jevons, and Wagner, are sufficiently
distinctive to be satisfactory landmarks. The quotations
themselves will show that the divisions are, as we have
said, chiefly of convenience. There is a great deal of over-
lapping, and it will not always follow that a writer of the
nineteenth century is nearer to the position of the twentieth-
century economists than a writer of the eighteenth century.
There is much atavism in the history of thought.

What we want to know is the result of human inquiries
into the nature and basic principles of taxation, and if we
traverse the ideas that have been held and expressed, it is
chiefly to mark the general direction and trend of thought,
that we may trace the movement that has brought us to our
present position, and judge whether the evidence of the
past confirms the belief of to-day. We want to see what
foreign accretions have fallen away from the subject, and
to be convinced that they were foreign to it, and not essen-
tial parts of it; we want to confirm or re-set our conception
of the just proportions of the different elements or principles
txf our subject, and see what is important, basal, vital, and
what negligible, secondary, dispensable. All thought of
value is for ultimate action, as life is for doing things. We
examine past thought for the sake of future action.

The compilation of extracts is not the best possible (no
compilation ever is), but it is the best possible under the
circumstances, one of which is the fallibility of the compiler.
But it should be complete enough and distributed enough
for its immediate purpose.

We will say nothing, at this stage of the inquiry, con-
cerning the fruitfulness or barrenness of the results. In any
case, some review or summary of the course of thought must
necessarily be included in an inquiry of^this kind, and that